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REPLY BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO EXAMINER'S ANSWER (37 CFR §1.193(b)(1 )) 

The Appellant respectfully requests that the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences consider the reply brief to the Examiner's answer regarding the above 
referenced case included herewith. This reply brief to the Examiner's answer is in 
furtherance of the Notice of Appeal filed in the above referenced case on January 3, 2007. 

If any fee is required, the Appellant asks that the fee be charged to Deposit Account 
No. 07-1070. 
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REMARKS 

The Examiner has maintained his rejection of independent claims 4 and 64 under 
35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement; independent claims 1 , 40, 44, 47, 50, 65, 69, 71 and 74 under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 02(e) ; and independent claims 20 and 28 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(e) in the Examiner's 
Answer, dated July 13, 2007. In addition to the arguments in support of patentability 
asserted in the Appellant's Appeal Brief, dated March 5, 2007, the Appellant requests 
that the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences consider the following. 

As an initial matter of fact the Examiner asserts in his answer, page 18, that he was 
unable to find an instance in the entire description of the specification which describes the 
TAILLAMP OVERTAKE" and "RAIN condition clear" conditions recited in claim 41. In 
addition to Figures 14-17 and paragraphs 1 19-127, the Appellant pointed to the fact that 
claim 41 is an originally presented claim. Therefore, the Appellant respectfully submits that 
the totality of the disclosure is quite clear to one of ordinary skill in the art and that the 
subject matter of claim 41 is well defined. 

The Examiner continues to assert that the "Gorman article" incorporated within U.S. 
Patent 6,393,133, to Breed, anticipates and, or, renders the claims of the present 
application obvious. The Appellant respectfully submits that the present invention as 
recited in the pending claims is in no way taught, suggested or rendered obvious in light of 
Breed along with the full text of the Gorman article. For Example, fundamental concept of 
utilizing a "classification algorithm" as described and claimed in the present application is 
not even mentioned within Breed, let alone, in Gorman. 
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Accordingly, reversal of the rejections of these claims under 35 U.S.C. §§102, 103 
and 1 12 is appropriate and is respectfully solicited. The Appellant, therefore, respectfully 
requests that the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences issue a decision in which 
claims 1-74 are indicated to be allowable in light of the art of record. The Appellant 
additionally requests that the decision indicate support for passing this case to 
allowance. 
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